June 8, 1982

M. Andrew W GCser

W nk Engi neeri ng

7520 Hayne Bl vd.
New Ol eans, LA 70126-1999

Dear M. Cser:

This is inreply to your letter dated May 29, 1982, in which you
asked whether a certain Tenneco pipeline is subject to Part 195
saf ety standards.

The Tenneco pipeline is not currently subject to Part 195. The
rationale for this determination is given in the encl osed
Pi peline Safety Regulatory Interpretation.

That is not to say, however, that the pipeline you described wll
not be subject to Part 195 in the future. W have the authority
to regulate the safety of interstate pipelines (i.e., those
subject to FERC jurisdiction or |ocated on the outer conti nental
shel f) and intrastate pipelines (all others not falling within
the interstate category such as the one you described) as well.
Wil e we have not yet nmade intrastate pipelines subject to Part
195, they nay be nmade subject to these safety standards in the
future.

Si ncerely,

Mel vin A. Judah

Acting Associate Director for

Pi pel i ne Safety Regul ation
Material s Transportation Bur eau

Encl osure

dal \ 195\ 1\ 82- 06- 08



No. 82-5
Dat e: June 8, 1982

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON
RESEARCH AND SPECI AL PROGRAMS ADM NI STRATI ON
MATERI ALS TRANSPORTATI ON BUREAU

Pl PELI NE SAFETY REGULATORY | NTERPRETATI ON

Not e: A pi peline safety regulatory interpreta-
tion applies a particular rule to a
particul ar set of facts and circunstances,
and, as such, nmay be relied upon only by
t hose persons to whomthe interpretation is
speci fically addressed.

SECTION:  195.1

SUBJECT: Determ nation of whether a certain pipeline is subject
to Part 195.

FACTS: A pipeline transports refined petrol eum products froma
refinery, across a Louisiana state road, to storage
tanks. The pipeline is not subject to Federal Energy
Regul atory Conmi ssion (FERC) jurisdiction. No part of
the pipeline is |located on the outer continental shelf.

QUESTION: Is the pipeline subject to Part 1957

| NTERPRE: Section 195.1 states that Part 195 applies to those

pi pelines which are (1) subject to the FERC jurisdiction or (2)

| ocated on the outer continental shelf. Because the subject
pipeline is in neither of these categories, it is not subject to
Part 195.

Mel vin A Judah

Acting Associate Director for

Pi pel i ne Safety Regul ation
Material s Transportation Bureau
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May 29, 1982

MR, FRANK ROCBI NSON

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON

OFFI CE OF PI PELI NE SAFETY REGULATI ONS
ROOM 8423 NASSI F BUI LDI NG

400 SEVENTH STREET, S.E.

WASHI NGTON, D.C. 20590

LETTER NO  WK-11
RE: APPLI CABI LI TY OF
49CFR PART 195 TO
TENNECO O L COVPANY
| NTERCOMPANY PI PELI NE
JOB: 117-102281
CONTRACT NO  655106- 9- 005K

DEAR MR ROBI NSON:

ATTACHED IS A DRAW NG SHOWN NG A PROPCSED | NTERCOVPANY PI PELI NE
FOR TENNECO O L COVPANY BETWEEN NEW STORAGE TANKS ( EAST TANK
FARM AND THEI R EXI STI NG REFI NERY.

PRI MARI LY BECAUSE THE CROSSI NG OF LOUI SI ANA STATE HI GHWAY | S

| NVOLVED, A CONCERN ARCSE OVER THE PCSSI BLE APPLI CABI LI TY OF 49
CFR PART 195, "TRANSPORTATION OF LI QU DS BY PIPELINE" TO TH S
Pl PELI NE.

PARAGRAPH 195.1 OF THI S CFR STATES THAT THE REGULATI ON APPLI ES
ONLY TO THOSE PI PELI NES VWHI CH ARE SUBJECT TO THE JURI SDI CTI ON OF
THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGQULATORY COMM SSI ON OR THOSE VWH CH ARE ON
THE OUTER CONTI NENTAL SHELF.

SINCE NEI THER OF THESE APPLY TO THE CASE IN QUESTION, IT IS OUR
| NTERPRETATI ON THAT THI'S PI PELI NE | S NOT' SUBJECT TO THE SPECI FI C
REQUI REMENTS OF 49 CFR PART 195.

VWE WOULD APPRECI ATE I T I F YOU WOULD REVI EW TH' S | NFORVATI ON AND
LET US KNOW BY RETURN MAIL AS TO WHETHER OR NOT YOU CONCUR I N
TH' S | NTERPRETATI ON.

VWE WOULD ALSO APPRECI ATE ANY COMMENTS YOQU MAY W SH TO MAKE
CONCERNI NG THE SAFETY ASPECTS OF THE CONSTRUCTI QN, OPERATI ON AND
MAI NTENANCE OF THI' S PI PELI NE.

VERY TRULY YOURS,
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ANDREW W  OSER,
ADM NI STRATI VE MANAGER
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